Abstract This article attempts to account for the distribution of Icelandic adjectival inflection in a manner that also captures a problematic case that has not been satisfactorily analyzed in the literature. It is argued that weak inflection is triggered if the adjective is c-commanded by a feature [definite]. Strong inflection occurs precisely if weak inflection is not triggered. This implementation accounts for the occurrence of strong inflection on predicative adjectives and adnominal adjectives in indefinite noun phrases, but moreover allows us to account for an unexpected pattern in Icelandic where a strongly inflected adjective occurs in a definite noun phrase. It is argued that, in this case, the adjective is not c-commanded by the definite article, but, in fact, merged outside DP. This rather unorthodox assumption motivated on morpho-syntactic grounds makes a number of syntactic and semantic predictions. In particular, adjectives that are merged outside DP are expected to modify not simply an NP (of type <e,t>), but actually a referential expression/an individual of type e. The discussion of four instances of that strongly inflected pattern-appositives, expressives, positional predicates and little partitives-provides various kinds of evidence and shows that these expectations are indeed borne out.
Introduction
Consider the following well-known 'minimal pair' from Icelandic: 1, 2 (1) a. gul-i yellow-wk bíll-inn car-def 'the yellow car'
b. gul-ur yellow-str bíll-inn car-def 'the car, which by the way is yellow' Both (1a) and (1b) are instances of a definite noun phrase as indicated by the suffixed article; the difference lies with the inflection on the respective adjective: weak inflection in the a-example and strong inflection in the b-example. It has been noted that this morpho-syntactic difference has semantic concomitants:
(2) If a noun phrase of the type ["the yellow car"] is not meant to identify 'the yellow car', but only to identify a car, which happens to be yellow, Icelandic marks this with the strong form of the adjective. Compare the restrictive adjective in [(1a) ] to the non-restrictive one in [(1b)] . Delsing (1993:132, fn. 25) Although this contrast has often been mentioned or quoted (for instance Árnason 1980; Rögnvaldsson 1984; Delsing 1993; Thráinsson 2005 Thráinsson , 2007 Roehrs 2006 Roehrs , 2009 Lohrmann 2008 Lohrmann , 2010 Cinque 2010; Roehrs and Julien 2014) , there are not many analyses explicitly addressing this issue in any detail, and to my knowledge, no explanation or serious analysis of (the strong inflection in) cases like (1b) has been offered so far.
This article is an attempt at remedying this situation. At the core of the argumentation is a claim about the distribution of adjectival inflection: the occurrence of weak inflection is dependent upon some definiteness morpheme c-commanding the respective modifier, whereas strong inflection is the default that occurs precisely if weak inflection is not licensed. The discussion itself will focus on modifiers in definite noun phrases. Here the claim, resulting from the generalization just stated, is that the modifier is strongly inflected in (1b) because it is merged outside DP and is thus not c-commanded by the definiteness morpheme in D. I will assume that on top of DP there is a KP; therefore, despite being merged outside DP, the strongly inflected modifier is still part of the same extended nominal projection. Weakly inflected adjectives in definite DPs, on the other hand, are merged inside the DP (and are thus c-commanded by the definiteness morpheme). The strong pattern will play the lead and receive a thorough discussion, whereas weak patterns will mostly serve as a contrast foil. After establishing the central generalizations and ideas, the article is largely dedicated to
